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INTRODUCTION 



The following report describes the level of medical, dental, psychological 
and social services, and parent involvement in the eighteen Follow Through 
schools in Philadelphia in 1975-1976. The data were collected on a quarterly 
basis using forms developed by the local evaluation staff (see Appendix). 

Each section includes a description of services to the total program, 
and discusses the attainment of Title I objectives, which are mandated for 
programs receiving Title I funds, followed by a more detailed description 
of services at the individual school level. The format below is utilized 
for each section: 

A. Total Program 

* 

B. Title I Objectiv s 

C. Services . at the Individual School Lev<il 



ABSTRACT 



This report is based on data collected from quarterly record:ug forms 



in the four major supportive service areas: medical, dental, psychological, 
social. The forms were developed by the evaluation staff sod v^re completed 
by school personnel. In many instances, however, only inco-nplete informa- 
tion was supplied. 

The principal f inding^ is that due to declining enrollment and incireased 
costs over the years combined with same funding , the leve l of supportive 
s ervices to Follow Through children has been gradually decreasing . 

Health services data indicate that approximately 62% of the Follow 
Through population was screened for medical and dental problems, and that 
51% of those referred for medical care received treatment, while 44% of 
those referred for dental care received treatment. 

Tnfonnation regarding psychological services indicates that 5% (N=363) 
of the Follow Through population was referred to psychological personnel 
and that 275 children (76% of those referred) rsceived direct psychological 
services. Additional indirect services were provided through staff develop- 
ment for teachers- 

Social services information indicates that while fewer Follow Through 
School Community Coordinators were hired on a full-time basis in 1975-1976, 
the number of home visits for the year totaled 8,770 and 87% of those 
families who were in need of help, received help. 

Parent involvement data indicate that across the program, 401 additional 
parents helped their respective school's Policy Advisory Committee (PAC) 
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monthly in planning parent involvement activities. At 9 of the 18 schools 
over 70% of the Follow Through parent population attended at least one 
meeting or affair during the year, and lotal. of 19,615 parent volunteer 
hours were donated to the program, '\ ...^ vep. resents a considerable decrease 
over the number of volunteer hour, in 1974-1975. 



MEDICAL SERVICES 

A. Total Program 

In the 1975-1976 year, lA of 18 Follow Through schools were contracted for 
medical services as compared with 16 in previous years. The kinds of services 
performed were diagnostic and therapeutic. Various immunizations were also 
given. Unfortunately, complete information for the year was made available 
for only 8 schools (and partial information for the remaining 10 schools). 
This, is because School Health' Services advised that school health staff were 
asa^^ned special additional responsibilities regarding the inoculation of 
children and tnerefore, were unable to regularly complete the Follow Through 
data forms. The following data, therefore, underestimate the level of med- 
ical services to Follow Through children. Of the 7011 students enrolled in 
the total program, an average of 64% were screened for medical problems, 18% 
(1,254 children) were referred for care and 634 children (51% of those re- 
ferred) were treated. With the exception of one school, children were not 
escorted by school personnel to medical services, and transportation ser- 
vices were not provided this year. 

B. Title I, Objectives 

Of the 17 schools which provided information on the number of children 
screened, 2 succeeded in meeting the screening criterion which stipulated 
that 100% of the school's Follow Through population be screened. Fourteen 
schools partially satisfied this criterion with percentages ranging from 
55 to 99%. The remaining school did not meet this criterion. 

Of the 15 schools which provided referral and treatment figures, 4 
succeeded in neetin^', the second criterion which stipulated that 80% of 

All results reported in this section can he found in Table 1 of the Appendix. 
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those children referred by che school nurse for medical problems would be 
treated by contracted or non-contracted agencies. Seven schools partially 
satisfied the criterion with percentages ranging from 44 to 69%. The re- 
maining 4 schools did not satisfy this criterion. 

Contracted and Non-Contracted Services 

The Arthur and E>M> Stanton Schools 

There is no formal Follow Through contract with Rebound Medical 
Group, Inc., because ail children at Arthur and E.M. Stanton are eligible 
for free health services under Title V funds. No information was made 
available for the E.M. Stanton school, but at Arthur an average of 56% of 
the children were screened for medical problems and the seven children re- 
ferred to Rebound were treated.. 

The Drew, McMichael and Wilson Schools 

Medical services for these three schools were not contracted with 
Presbyterian Hospital until the end of May. Consequently, virtually no 
service, if any, was provided. Screening information indicates that 
to 89% of the children were screened for medical problems, and that 35 
children at McMichael were being treated by non-contracted agencies. 

The ijuckrey, Uunbar, Elverson, Ferguson, Harrison and Pratt-Amold Schools 

Jefferson Hospital was contracted to provide medical services to 
these six Follow Through schools. One of Che agency's objectives is to 
provide Early and Periodic Screening Diagi^osis and Treatment Services as 
part of Title XIX. Towards this end, a pediatrician came once a week to 
the six schools. Once again incomplete information is available for 
four of the schools which reported for six months only. The percentage of: 

children screened at the school^ ranged from a high of 88% to a low of 48%, 



-3- 

13 



and percentages of those referred who were treated, ranged from 80% to 29%. 

The Fulton, Kelly and Wister Schools 

. Covenant House is contracted lO provide medical services to these 
three schools. Services include evening and weelc-end telephone consulta- 
tions by a pediatrician and examinations Tor children not previously ex- 
amined. The percentage of children sqreened at the three schools ranged 
from 35% to 70% ;ind the percentages of those referred who were treated 
ranged from 18% to 100%. 

The Kearny and Waring Schools 

These two schools did not have contracted medical services, but 
util:'.Eed Health Centers in their immediate neighborhood. At Kearny, 
62% of the children were screened for medical problems and 10% of those 
referred were treated. At Waring, 100% of the children were screened, and 
52% of those referred were treated. 

The Ludlow School 

Ludlow received contracted medical services from St. Lukes Child jL'eu* s . 
Medical Center. Among the services offered were physical .•■ xaminations , 
referrals to specialty services, and laboratory screening tests. Informa- 
tion was again made available foi" only six months. Figures for this 
period of time indicate that an average of 54% of the children were 
screened for njedical problems and 96% of those referred were treated. 
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DENTAL SERVICES"'' 



A. Total Program 

Eleven of the 18 Follow Through schools contracted dental 
services this year as compared with 13 in the previous year. The kinds 
of ser^ces perfcrmed were mainly preventive and restorative. As with 
medical services information is incomplete for six schools where only six 
months were reported, and no inforaation was made available for four 
additional schools, i. e., complete information exists for only eight 
schools in the program. On the basis of this information, 4,298 children 
(61%) were screened for dental problems, 1670 (24%) were referred for care 
and of these 742 (44%) were treated for dental problems* It was reported 
that 370 children were escorted by school personnel to dental services and 
that 130 children were provided with transportation* 

B. Title I Objectives 

Of the 13 schools which provided infonnation on the number of children 
screened, three succeeded in meeting the first criterion which stipulated 
that 100% of the school's Follow Through population would be screened for 
dental problems. Eight schools partially fulfilled this requirement with 
percentages ranging from 62 to 94%. The remaining two schools did not 
satisfy the criterion. 

Of the 14 schools which provided referral and treatment figures, seven 
schools succeeded in meeting the second criterion which stipulated that 80% 
of those children referred to dental services would be treated. The per- 
centages for these seven schools ranged from 98% to 10C%. Two schools 

^' All results reported in this section can be found in Table 2 of the Appendix. 
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partially satisfied the criterion with percentages of 50 and 55% respectively. 
The remaining five schools did not satisfy the criterion. 

Contracted and Non-Contracted Services 

The Arthur and E.M. Stanton Schools 

As with medical services, there is no formal contract with Re- 
bound Medical Group, Inc., but all children at Arthur and E.M. Stanton 
are eligible for free dental services. No screening or treatment figures 
were available for E.M. Stanton, but 130 children (32%) w^ve referred 
for care. On the basis of information for a 6 month period, 9A% of the 
Arthur school* s Follow Through population was screened for dental 
problems, 5% (14 children) were referred for care, and treated. 

The Drew, McMichael and Wilson School s 

These three schools contracted the services of the University 
of Pennsylvania Hospital late in the school year. No information 
was made available by the Drew School, and only 6 months were reported 
by the McMichael School. At Wilson, 72% of the children were screened 
for dental problems, but only 9 children were referred for care and 5 
children received treatment. At McMichael, 63% of the children were 
screened for dental problems, 25% (129) were referred for care but 
only 15 children received treatment. 

The Dunbar, Elverson, Harrison And Ludlow Schools 

These four schools contracted dental services with a private 
dentist at Girard Dental Center. Information for Elverson and 
Harrison was made available for only a six month period. The percent- 
age of children screened at these schools (with the exception of 



Harrison (which did not provide screening information) ranged from 49 to 
84%, and the percentage of children referred for dental problems ranged 
from 20% to 49%. Treatment figures Indicate that 50% to 100% of those 
children referred were under care. 

the Duckrey, Ferguson, Kearny, Pratt-Amold and VJaring Schools ' 

These schools did not have concractf;d services, but utilized dental 
clinics in their immediate neighborhoods. Incomplete information was 
available for both Kearny and Waring. However, on the basis of the in- 
formation reported, the percentage of children screened at each of these 
schools ranged from 48% to 100%, and the percentage of children referred 
ranged from 29% to 59%. Of these children, 8% to 100% were under dental 
care. 

The Fulton, Kelly and Wister Schools 

These schools contracted dental services with private dentists. 
However, at Fulton and Kelly dental services were cancelled before the 
1975 year ended, and dental services did not resume until June. No inform- 
ation was provided for the Kelly and Wister schools. At Fulton, 100% 
of the children were screened for dental problems, but only 3% (13 
children) were referred for care and received treatment • 

The Nebin^^.r School 

Dental services were contracted with Southeast Neighborhood Health 
Center (as were medical services). Seventy-five percent of the children 
were screened for dental problems, 17% were referred for care, and 98% 
of those referred were treated. 
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PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES 

A. Total Progran: 

Due to budgetary allocations requiring the shifting of funds to 
mr.*t^t iacreased personnel costs, psychological services were minimal in 
the 1975-1976 year. Although 13 of the 18 Follow Through schools 
contracted psychological services this year as compared with 9 in 
the previous year, fewer children received direct services. Of the 
7011 children in the program, 363 were referred to psychological per- 
sonnel and 79% of those children examined were under care. In addition, 
195 parents were seen by psychological personnel, ! 

B. Title I Objectives 

Of the 15 schools which provided information on psychological ser- 
vices for part or all of the school year, four schools met both criteria 
which stipulated that: i) at least 80% of those pupils referred would 
be examined by either contracted or non-contracted agencies, and li) 100% 
of those children examined would receive treatment or consultation. In 
addition, 4 schools met the first criterion, and 4 other schools met " ' ' 
the second criterion. The remaining 3 schools met neither criterion. 
It should be noted that in most schools very few children were referred for 
psychological services. 

C. Contracted and Non-Contracted Services 

Bank Street: Dun bar, Elyerson and E. M. Stanton Schools 

Dunbar and Elverson received contracted psychological services from 

^* All results reported in this section can be found in Table 3 of the Appendix. 
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a private consultant. Observations wei e made of children who were re- 
ferred (14 at Dunbar and 20 at Elversor.) and conferences v;ere held with 
the teacher, counselor and staff who worked directly with the child. 
Where necessary, children were referred to outside agencies for further 
help. E. M. Stanton had no contracted services and did not provide in- 
formation on the utilization of non-contracted agencies. 

Behavior Analysis : Arthur , Duckrey and Pratt-Arnold Schools 

Psychological services are generally not contracted in this model ^ 
because it is felt that psychological safe-guards are built into the 
model and that most problems can be handled within its parameters. 

However V at Pratt-Arnold , Eastern Pennsylvania Psychiatric 
Institute provides an in-kind contribution for family treatment, and 
approximately 15 families were helped in this way. 

Bilingual : Ferguson^ Ludlow an d Waring^Schools 

Ferguson and Waring received contracted psychological services 
from the Institute for Learning, which provided observation and evalua- 
tion, as well as training for teachers and counselors in developing 
remedial prescriptions for children and effective follow-up routines. 
Workshops were also provided for parents. Sixteen children at Fer- 
guson and 18 children at Waring were seen on an individual basis and 
were under consultation or treatment. 

The Ludlow School contracted the services of Temple University's 



School Psychology Department. Interns observed, tested and reevaluated 
both individual and groups of students. Of the 86 students referred, 
67% were examined and under treatment or consultation. According to 
the information obtained, this was the highest number of students ser- 
viced at any one school. Furthermore, the number of parents (N=50) 
seen by psychological personnel was higher than at any other school. 

Educational Development Corporation (EDC) : Fulton , Kelly and Wister 

Schools 

The three EDC schools contracted services with the Institute for 
Learning, which, as mentioned earlier* uses a prescriptive remedial 
approach in helping teachers and parents deal with learning problems. 
Across all three schools > 54 children were seen on an individual basis 
and were under treatment or consultation. 

Florida Parent : Kearny and N eb Inge r Schools 

The Kearny school contracted psychological services with 
Hahnemann Mental Health Center. Services performed by "the psychologists 
included classroom observations, teacher consultations, parent inter- 
views and psychometric or psychoeducational diagnoses. Although 18 
children were examined for psychological problems, no information on 
follow-up treatment was provided. 

The Nebinger school did not have a psychological contract, but 
utilized Hall-Mercer's Child Guidance Clinic. Twenty-six (26) children 
received treatment in this way. 
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Parent Implemented: Harrison School 

The Harrison school had no psychological contract until late in the 
year, and no information was provided. 

Philadelphia Process: Drew, McMichael and Wilson Schools 

The three Philadelphia Process Schools contracted psychological ser- * 
vices with the Community Mental Health Center of Children's Hospital. A 
consultant worked with students, teachers and parents in developing strate- 
gies for helping children with learning or emotional problems. Across the 
three schools, approximately 30 children were under individual consultation 
or treatment. 
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SOCIAL SERVICES 



A. Total Program 

As in 1974-1975, 16/18 Follow Through schools were staffed with a Follow 
Through School Community Coordinator who provided social services to Follow 
Through children and their families. However, some of these positions w6re cut 
from full-time to part-time in the 1975-1976 year. Seven schools also had 
additional social service personnel for part or all of the school year. 
The percent of Follow Through families visited during the year ranged from 
29% to 100% at each school, and it is estimated that approximately 51% 
(N=^3,603) of the Follow Through population needed help of a social service 
nature. Of these, 87% were reported to have received help from Follow Through 
social service personnel. 

B. Title I Objectives 

Of the 17 schools which provided information on social services, seven 
schools did not provide figures for one quarter. Nevertheless, 9/17 schools 
fully satisfied the objective which stipulated that: 1) at least 8jZ of 
each school's Follow Through families would be visited at least once during 
the year, and that ii) 50% of those families identified as in need of help, 
would be helped. In addition, the remaining 8 schools met the second criterion, 
i.e., at least 50% of those in need of help, received help. 



* All results reported in this section can be found in Table A of the Appendix. 



Bank Street : Dunbar, Elverson a nd E. M. Stanton Sch ools 

Each of the Bank Street schools was staffed with a Follow Through 
School Conununity Coordinator. In addition, the Elverson school utilized 
parent scholars to make home visits. Although Elverson provided inform- 
ation for only part of the year, 100% of the 'low Through population 
was visited at least once, and 171 families (39%) received help of a 
social service nature. At Dunbar 60% of the population was visited at 
least once and 72 families (27%) received help, while at E. M. Stanton 
71% of the population was visited and 41 families (13%) received help. 

Behavior Analysis : Arthur, Duckrey and Pratt-Amold Sch ools 

Duckrey was the only Behavior Analysis school which did not have a 
Follow Through School Community Coordinator, although one of two regular 
School Community Coordinators services Follow Through families. Pratt-Arnold 
also contracted the services of a social vorker for one day per week* 
The percentage of families visited at least once was 80% at Arthur, 
100% at Duckrey, and 90% at Fratt-Amold. The number of families who 
received help of a social service nature was 218 (78%) at Arthur, 151 
(26%) at Duckrey and 575 (83%) at Fratt-Arnold . 

Bilingual : Ferguson, Ludlow and Waring Schools 

Although all three schools were staffed with a Follow Ttirough School 
Community Coordinator, the Waring coordinator is hampered by the fatt 
that he does not speak Spanish, which explains the low figureis for this 
school. The percerttage of families visited at least once was 75% at 
Ferguson, 99% ^'c Ludlow and 29% at Waring. The number of families 
helped was 21 (7%) at Ferguson, 54 (13%) at Ludlow, and 4 (1%) at Waring. 



-13- 



EDC ; Fulton^ Kelly and Vister Schools 

The three EDC schools each had a Follow Through School Community 
Coordinator, as well as the services of a Family Services Specialist 
(shared by the three schools) for approximately five months of the school 
year. The percentage of families visited during the year was 46% at 
Fulton, A2Z at Keily and 90% at Wister, while the number of families 
helped was 148 (29%) at Fulton, 66 (21%) at Kelly, and 227 (37%) at 
Wister. 

Florida Parent : Kearny^ Nebinger Schools 

The Kearny school did not have a Follow Through School Community 
Coordinator, but the regular Community Coordinator indicated that all 
Follow Through families were visited; although no further information 
was provided. At Nebinger, an estimated 50% of Follow Through families 
were visited at least once, and 94 families (28%) received help. 

Parent Iirplemented : Harrison School 

Although the Harrison School had a Follow Through School Community 
Coordinator, the information reported for the year was imcomplete. 
Hovever, on the basis of the information provided, 85% of the Follow 
Through population was visited at least once, and 285 families (87%) 
were given help of a social service nature. 

Philadelphia Process : Drew, McMichael and Wilson Schools 

All three Philadelphia Process schools were staffed with a Follow 
Through School Community Coordinator. However, the Drew School provided 
no information on this component. One hundred percent (100%) of the 
Follow Through families at McMichael and 90% at Wilson were visited at 
least once during the year. It was reported that 532 families (100%) 
received help at Mc>^ichael and 482 (100%) at Wilson. These figures seem 
to be inflated. 

ERLC ''24 



PARENT INVOLVEMENT 



Total Program 

The following information underestimates the degree of parent involve- 
ment in the program during the 1975-1976 year, due to the fact that 5 schools 
did not provide information for the months of April and May, and one school 
did not provide information for the entire year. Sased on the available data, 
3.340 parents helped with PAC related activities as compared with 4,213 in 
the previous year. It should be noted, however, that these numbers are 
aggregates from quarterly reporting forms which do not indicate whether the 
same or different parents were involved each quarter. 

Similarly, 7,086 parents attended either PAC, Follow Through-rulstGci 
or school meetings during the year as compared with 8,117 in the previous 
year, and the number of volunteer hours donated to the program by parents 
totaled 19,615 as compared with 47,853 in 1974-1975. Although these com- 
parisons are tentative, the drop in the number of volunteer hours appears 
to be significant. 

Title. I Objec.tivt^s 

Of the 17/18 Follow Through schools which reported information on this 
component, 15 satisfied the first criterion of the first objective which 
stipulated that the Policy Advisory Committee (PAC) at each school would 
involve at least 15 other parents monthly in committee work to plan parent 
activities, and 10/17 schools satisfied the second criterion which stipulated 
that the PAC at each j^chool would vork jointly with at least tuo community 
action groups on projects in the course of a year. 

All results reported in this section can be found in Table 5 of the Appendix. 



The second objective for parent involvement stipulated that at ^least: 
i) 10% of the parent population at each school would attend a PAC-related 
meeting monthly, ii) 20% would attend a Follow Through-related meeting or 
affair monthly, and iii) 70% would attend one school meeting or affair 
during the school year. This objective was not fully net at any of the 
17 schools. However, in was partially met at 10 schools where one or 
two of the three criteria were fully met, and at least 50% of the requi.red 
percentage on the remaining criterion or criteria was met. 

The third objective stipulated that at least one hour of parent volun- 
teer timt> rxt thly would be donated to the program to match the number of 
children in the. program. This objective was not attained by the project as 
a whole. Only 1/16 schools which reported volunteer hours, met this ob- 
jective. Four schools partially inet the objective by providing 0.5 to 0.7 
hours per pupil monthly. 

Leve? of Parent Involvement by Model 

Bank Street: Dunbar, Elverson and E. M. Stanton Scho o ls 
The executive PAC's at all three Bank Street schools were successful, 
in involving at least 15 other parents monthly in committee work to plan 
parent activities. The percentage of parents who attended PAC or Follow 
Through-related meetings monthly was 17% at Dunbar, 6% at Elverson and 
ilZ at E. M. Stanton. " The percentage of parents who attended at least , 
one school meeting or affair during the year was 75% at Dunbar, 45% 
at Elverson and 81% at E. M. Stanton. Parent volunteer time averaged 
15 to 20 minutes per pupil monthly at each of the three schools. 
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Behavior Analysis : Av^hMr. Duckrcy and Pratt-Arnold Schools 
The executive PAC's at all three Behavior Analysis schools were success- 
ful in involving at least 22 parents monthly in committee work to plan parent 
activities. The percentage of parents who attended PAC or Follow Through- 

on"/ oh Arhh.ir 57 at Duckrey and 3% at Pratt-Arnold 
related meetings montaly was 20/ at Arthur, :)/, ac uui.^rey 

The percentage of parents who attended at least one school meeting or affair 
during the year was 50% at Arthur. 48% at Duckrey and 31% at Pratt-Arnold. 
Parent volunteer time averaged 15 to 20 minutes per pupil monthly at the three 
schools. 

Bilingual : Ferguson. Lt idlow and Waring Schools 

The executive PAC's at all three Bilingual schools succeeded in involving 
at least 15 parents monthly in cononittee work to plan parent activities. The 
percentage of parents who attended PAC or Follow Through-related meetings 
monthly was 7% at Ferguson, 137, at Ludlow and 17% atWaring. The percentage of 
parents who attended at le.st one school meeting or affair during the year was 
80% at Ferguson, 75% at Ludlow ax.d 100% at Waring. Parent volunteer ti.e 
averaged 40 minutes per pupil monthly at Ferguson, and 10 to 15 minutes per ^ 
pupil at Ludlow and Waring. 

EDC: Fulton. Kel l y and Wiste • Schools 

The executive PAC's at all three EDC schools succeeded in involving at - 
least 20 parents monthly in committee work to plan parent activities. The per 
centage of parents who attended PAC or Follow Through-related meetings ..onthl, 
was 4% at Fulton. 6% at Kelly and 13% at Wister. The percentage of parents 
vho attended at least .one school neeting or affair during the year was 37% at 
Fulton, 43% at Kelly and 100% at Wister. 

Parent volunteer time averaged 25 to 30 minutes per pupil monthly at 
Pulton and Wister. The Kelly school provided no informntlon regarding vol- 
unteer time. 
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Florid a Parent ; Kearny and Neblnger Schools 

The executive PAC at Neblnger Involved 10 other parents monthly In 
committee work to plan pareat activities, whereas Kearny Involved 21 
other parents. The percentage of parents who attended PAC or Follow Thr*>ugh- 
related meetings monthly was 7% at Neblnger and 10% at Kearny. The percentagi 
of parents who attended at least one school lueetlng or affair during the year 
was 61% at Neblnger and 80% at Kearny. Parent volunteer time averaged 40 
minutes per pupil monthly at Neblnger and 15 minutes per pupil at Kearny. 

Parent Implemented : Harrison School 

The executive PAC at Harrison succeeded In Involving 14 parents monthly 
in committee work to plan parent activities. Seventeen percent (17%) of 
the parents attended PAC or Follow Through-related meetings monthly, and 80% 
attended at least one school meeting or affair during the year. Parent 
volunteer time averaged 1 hour per pupil monthly. 

Philadelphia Process : Drew, McMichael and Wilson Schools 
The Drew school provided no information on this component. However, the 
Wilson executive PAC was able to involve 22 other parents monthly in commit te 
work to plan parent activities, but the McMichael school was able to Involve 
only 2 additional parents monthly. The percentage of parents who attended 
PAC or Follow Through-related meetings monthly was 3% at McMichael and 10% 
at Wilson. The percentage of parents who attended at least one school 
iL^eting or af 7alr during the year was 18% at McMichael and 100% at Wllison. 
Parent volunteer time averaged 15 minutes per pupil monthly at McMichael and 
30 minutes per pupil at Wilson. 
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Due to incomplete information as enumerated on p"p. 2, 5, 12, and 15 it is 
difficult to assess the level of medical services provided to Follow Through 
children in the 1975-1976 year. However, available data indicate that of the 
approximately 4,500 children screened, 28% (N=l,254) were referred for care and 
of these children 51% (N=634) received treatment. Escort and transportation 
r.ervices diraishec in comparison with previous years due to increased penannel 
costs. 

For similar reasons the level of dental services is also difficult to 
assess, but available data indicate that of the 4,298 children screened for 
dental problems, 39Z (N=l,670) were referred for care and 44% of these 
children (N="742) received treatment. Escort and transportation services 
were somewhat better provided for than for medical sendees. 

Psychological services he.ve dwindled over the years due to the shifting 
of funds to meet increased personnel costs • Less than 4% of the Follow 
Through population received direct psychological services, although staff 
development for teachers probably provided indirect services to a larger 
percentage of children. 

Social services diminished somewhat, in that fewer Follow Through 
School Community Coordinators were hired on a full-time basis. Home visits 
numbered 8,770 as compared with 9,396 in the previous year and 3,603 families 
were helped in 1975-1976 as compared with 4,968 in 1974-1975. 

Information for parent Involvement was incomplete for some schools, but 
available data indicate that the number of parents who helped the executive PAC 
at each school in planning parent activities amounted to 401 parents monthly foi 
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the total program. Nine of the 18 schools succeeded in having at least 70% 
of their Follow Through parent population attend one school meeting or affair 
during the year and the number of parent volunteer hours totaled 19,615, 
although this figure represents a significant drop from the 19/4-1975 year. 

In conclusion, although incomplete data due to a number of problems 
already discussed in this report render the following statements tentative, 
it would appear that each of the program coc?ponents have suffered from in- . 
creased personnel costs, and that the level of supportive services has con- 
sequently decreased, as well as tlie high level of parent revolvement. 
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TABLE 1 









MEDICAL mm FOR TOTAL 


FOLLOW THROUCII IN 1975-/6 
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U 
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Jefferson 
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N Z 

128 48 


N X 
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N I 
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N Z 
16 80 


N Z 
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N 
0 


V 
ii 

n 
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307 70 


.307 70 


381 87 


7 2 


2 29 


2 29 


V 

0 


u 
n 


E.HiStanton 


321 


lEBOUKD 


NO 


i;.i. 


N.I. , 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


w 


u 


Arthur 


231 


PIEOIIND 


NO 


264 94 


143 51 


225 80 


7 2 
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0 0 


n 

u 


u 


tockrcy 
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Jefferson 
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508 88 


508 88 


508 88 


167 29 


73 44 


111 fifi 


0 


n 
U 


Fract-A. 
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Jeffersofi 


YES 


402 58 


332 48 


539 78 


243 35 


114 4) 




n 


(1 


FerguiOQ ' 


286 
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170 59 


133 47 


K.I, 


51 18 


29 57 




n 


n 


Ludlow * 




St, Luke's 


YES 


94 23 


94 23 


204 51 


69 17 


66 96 


H.I. 


IN/ 
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(94 




NO 


564 100 


564 100 


294 60 


'40 8 


21 52 


3 8 


0 

u 


V 

ft 
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228 45 


195 39 
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() 
\l 


v 

n 
u 


Kelly 


314 
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304 97 


176' 56 
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24 8 


16 66 


28 100 


1 
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604 99 
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501 82 
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180 100 


4 

4 
•1 


4 

A 
U 


Mimx 


335 


SENHC 
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238 71 


244 73 


250 72 


130 39 


25 19 


25 100 


0 


0 


Kearny * 


130 


Health Cr.6 


NO 


80 62 


80 62 


4 3 


151 100 


15 10 


15 100 


0 


0 
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1 1ll 

181 5? 


181 55 


86 26 


36 11 


25 69 


18 SO 


0 


0 
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Pres. Ilosp. 


YES 


150 89 


N.I. • 


H.I. 


N.I. 


N.I, 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 
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Pres. Hosp. 
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459 86 


338 65 


393 76 


74 14 
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N.I. 


0 


0 
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220 64 
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280 81 


N.I. 


H.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


Total F.T. 


7011 




^contracts 


4965 71 


4280 60 


4200 60 


1254 18 


634 51 


517 41 


153 


0 



«• Infcmatlou provided only for a 6 Bonth periodi 
b. Inforaatlon provided only for a 3 nonth period. 
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TABLE 2 



School 
Program 


Follow 
K-4 
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For Dental 
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Tians- 

ported 




N 






N I 


N I 


N Z 


N I 


N 


N 


Donbar 
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208 77 


100 37 


100 100 


46 46 


50 


50 


Elverson ' 


437 
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Prlv. Dentist 


367 84 


131 30 


1*34 100 


72 35 
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50 


E.H. Stanton 


321 


NO 


REBOUND 




103 32 


N.I. 


" N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 
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Ww 






1A ( 


1 /, 1 nn 
1<| IDD 


1 it inn 
14 100 


0 


A 

0 


Duckrey 


578 


NO 
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14 


0 


Ptatt-Amold 
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HO 


Diamond St. 
neoicai Ltti 


500 73 


201 29 


35 17 


28 14 


28 


0 








City Dental 
Clinic 




1 1.1 cn 


12 0 


12 100 


0 


0 


Ludlow 


m 


YES 


Priv, Dentist 


196 49 


196 49 


223 100 


48 24 


' 105 


0 


Waring ^ 


494 


NO 


Health Ctr. 


239 48 


129 26 


19 15 


N.I. 


11 


0 


Fulton 


504 


YES 


Priv. Dentist 


572 100 


13 3 


16 100 


18 100 


5 


0 


Kelly 


314 


YES 


Priv. Dentist 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


Ulster 


610 


YES 


Priv. Dentist 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


Nebinger 


335 


YES 


SENHC 


250 75 


58 17 


57 98 


0 


39 


30 


Kearny 


1 in 


Vtft 

NU 


Fainnount Health 
Center 


fin A) 




/ifl inn 




ii 


A 

IJ 


Harrison 


1)7 

HI 




rriVt uenticc 


U T 
n.i. 




10 tn 


AO 


U 


n 

0 


Drew 


168 
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II. of P. Dt^ntal 


N.I. 


N.I. 


H.I, 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


HcMlchael * 


520 
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U. of P. Dental 
School 


326 63 


129 25 


15 12 


6 5 


7 


0 


Wilson 


345 
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U. o£ P. Dental 
School 


248 72 


9 3 


5 55 


4 .44 


8 


0 


Total 
Program 


7011 


11 
schools 




4298 61 


1670 24 


742 44 


324 19 


370 


130 



I, Infoctution provided only for 1 6 acnth pried, 
b. Information provided only for a 3 wnth period. 
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Schoolfi 
* And 
Total 
Program 



FoUov 
Thtouth 
Fopulidon 



OLVSIS 
Arthur 



.Duckrev' 



Pratt-A. 



BILINGL'Al 



■ Ferguson 



Ludlow 



Waring 



EDC 
Fulton 



Kelly 



Mister 



! Neblnser 



Kearny 



;PAR£KT m . 
! Hiirrisoa 



flllLAJJlCESS, 
Drew I 



HcHlch<iel 



Vllson 



b 



Total 
Projtr.ua 



281 



578 



689 



266 



403 



314 



610 



PSYaiOlOCICAl SERVICES IH FOtLOW mm - SRPT. 1975 - MAY 1976 ' 



Contracted 
Services 
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520 



345 



7011 
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No. Referred 
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Inct. For 
Icarnini; 



Inst. For 
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27 
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IR 



■363 
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18 67 
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N.l. 
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16 100 
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N.I. 



. N.I.. 



N.I. 
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N.I 



N.I 



14 



14 
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N.I 



hi 



T 
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Personnel 



1,1 



15 



11 



50 



10 



14 
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!I.I 



10 



N.I 
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TABLED 



' SOCIAL SEHVICES FOR FOLLOW THROUGH, SEl^. 1975-MAV im ' 
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Boat VitltB 

S 


hstiQuted 
(it Um 


No. of 

identif',i>d at 
needlofj he}j) 


Ho. PaalllM 
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Dunbar 
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I 
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0 
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■ lES 
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RQ 
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71 


34 
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las 
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NO 
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90 
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75 


2S 
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0/ 


Ludlov 1 
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65 




01 
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143 
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Oj 
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46 
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9? 
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92 
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HO 
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N.I. 
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335 
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50 
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50 


Drew 

L 
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N.I, 
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N.I 


N.I 


N.I. 
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85 
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YtS 


839 
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c 
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90 
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345 
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90 
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80 


Total Progtaa 
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8770 


29-100' 


3603 


3141 45 


87 
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' A social worker m contracted for one day per week at these schools. 

' Partial information only. 

' These figure: Appear to be Inflated. 
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PARENT INVOLVEMENT FOR FOLLOW TIIROilGH.SEPT. 1975 - MAY 1976 
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Dunbar 
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0 




17 




A1 
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in 


JiJ 
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197 


21 
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NO 
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24 
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if 
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15 
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/ 
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0 




lOQ 


NO 




403 
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51 


lol 


5 


A on 

4on 


1 1 


A Oft 


Ij 


AA 




0/0 


«X7 


'TS 
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26 
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5 
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1/ 
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?1 
LX 


1 
J 




01; 


Y[S 


rUlLQu 


504 
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20 
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4 


1S4 


4 


1 ni 

193 


17 

3/ 




0 


1QA1 




Yl'? 
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21 
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6 
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6 


1j5 


43 


1 A 
14 


i 


Kl T 




VP'' 






472 


67 


302 


] 


557 


13 
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100 


44 


11 


2315 


.54 








90 


10 


135 


4 


203 


7 
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61 


81+ 


11+ 


155 


.66 


NO 




no 
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21 


93 


8 


116 


10 
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ao 


86 


9 


314 
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]ii 


130 


14 
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13 


508 


17 


810 


80 


99 


11 
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' 168 


N,I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


n.L 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.I. 


N.L 


HO INF0R}tAT10N 


McMlcbael^ 


520 


18 


2 


88 


2 


94 


3 


94 


18 


112 


18 


861 


,24 




Wilson 


3^5 


202 


22 


313 


10 


326 


10 


789 


100 


100 


11 


923 


,54 


YES 


Total Program 


7011 


|3340 

1 


401 


3364 


243 


5503 


m 


7086 


18-100 


1260 


154 


19|il5 


.32 


10 schools 



' Information for April and May not pubtnltted 
^* No inforniotion provided. 

^' Since a considerable overlap occurs from quarter to quarter (i,e.,^^thc-aafle parents are often 
included) It was necessary to obtain an eatlinated percentage* , 
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MEDICAL SERVICES 1975-76 
March-May 

School ^ 

UTiich agency provides medical services 

to Follow Through children? 

Is the agency (circle which applies) Contracted or Non-contracted? 

No. of children screened for vision by school nurse 
No. of children screened for growth by school nurse 
No. of children screened for audio problems by school nurse 
No. of children screened-Jor_ other problems by school nurse 
Please specify type of screening 



No. of children who vere found to have medical problems? 

Contracted Non-contracted 

No. of children referred for care 
No. of children under care 

No. of children where care has been completed 

If the school provides an escort to medical services, how many children 
were taken by school personnel? 

If the school provides transportation, how many children were transported? 
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DENTAL SERVICES 1975-76 



March-May 



School 

Agency (or private ^enCist) which provides dental sei vices 

to Follow Through children? 

Is the agency (circle which applies) Contracted or Non-contracted? 

No, of children screened by school dental staff for dental problems 
No. of children found to have dental problems . 



Contracted Non- con t r ac t ed 

No. of children referred for care 
No. of children under care 

No. of children where care has been completed 

If the school provides an escort to dental services, how many children 

were taken by school personnel? 

If the school provides transportation, how many children were transported? 
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PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES, 1975-1976 



March-May 



Which agency provides services to Follow Through children? 

Is the agency (circle which applies) Contracted or Non-contracted? 

Contracted Non-contracted 

Number of children referred to psychological personnel 
Number of children examined 

Number of children under treatment or consultation 
Number of children where treatment completed 
Number of parents seen by psychological personnel 

Htber activities conducted by psychological personnel. Please specify 
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QUARTERLY REPORT OF SOCIAL SERVICES 
IN FOLLOW THROUGH, 1975-1976 



School 

, Total number of Follow Through families 

Is there a Follow Through School Community Coordinator at the school? 
(Please circle) Yes No 

Is anyoae else contracted to provide jocial services to Follow Through families? 
(Please circle) Yes No 

If yes, please specify: 



1. Number of Follow Through families visited 


April 


May 


2. Number of Follow Through families who needed 
help of a social service nature 






3. Number of Follow Through families who were given help 
by FT Coordinator or FT social service personnel 
(e.g., help with families problems or help with using 
social service agencies) 







4. Please estimate the percentage of Follow Through families who received 
at least one heme visit for the total year. 



5. Please estimate the percentage of Follow Through families who were given 
help during the year. 
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QUARTERLY REPORT OF PARENT INVOLVEMENT 
IN FOLLOW THROUGH, 1975-1976 



Total Number of Follow Through Families 



1. Number of Executive PAC members (include 
parents on PAC committees) 


April 


May 


2, Number of Parents who helped with PAC 
activities 






3- Number of Parents from your school who attended PAC 
meetings (either school, district or city-wide) 






4. Number of Parents who attended any Follow Through 
meeting or affair (including PAC meetings) 






5. Number of Follow Through parents who attended any 
meeting or affair at the school (not necessarily 
Follow Through-related) 






6. Number of Parent Scholars involved in the program 






7- Number of Volunteer Parents 






8. Number of hours of volunteer time 







9. Did the PAC group work in conjunction with any community groups? 



Yes No (Please circle) 
If yes, please specify which groups and for what purpose: 



10. Please estimate for the total year the percentage of Follow Through parents 
who attended any meeting or affair at the school. 



